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LEGAL SECTION. 


NOTES ON CURRENT CASES. 
Building Contracts—Provisional Sums. 


N our Legal column, on June 2 last, we 

.| referred to the case Hampton v. Glamorgan 

County Council, in which the Court of 
Appeal disapproved of the decision in the much 
discussed case, Crittall Manufacturing Company 
v. London County Council. Hampton’s case 
was carried to the House of Lords, and we 
briefly referred to it in our issue, November 24, 
but promised to revert to the subject when the 
case was fully reported. The case will now be 
found reported in the Law Reports (1917, A. C. 
13), and it may be well further to consider it. 
The Plaintiff carried on business as a hot- 
water engineer, and the defendants were the 
education authority for Glamorganshire. The 
defendants had entered into a lump sum 
building contract with a builder, Shail, for the 
erection of a school. The lump sum was 
£13,600, but in this sum was included a pro- 
visional item of £450 for a low-pressure heating 
apparatus. The contract provided that the 
contractor should follow the directions of the 
architect, and that no part of the works should 
be underlet without the previous consent in 
writing of the architect, and the architect was 
to be at liberty to order the omission of any 
part of the works. Payment was to be made, 
upon certificates from time to time given by 
the architect, in instalments at the rate of 90 
per cent. on the value of the work certified to 
have been done, and of the goods certified tc 
have been delivered on the site for the purpose 
of the works. 

The architect invited the plaintiff to tender 
for the hot-water apparatus, and, after some 
correspondence, the plaintiff tendered to do 
the work for £391, and the architect directed 
the builder Shail to accept this tender. The 
builder wrote to the plaintiff, “‘ I am directed 
by the architects to state that your scheme 
for the heating of these schools at £391 has been 
approved by them,” and he asked for details. 
He also asked for commission at 5 per cent., 
but this was refused. 

The plaintiff proceeded with the work, and 
subsequently applied to the architect for a 
certificate for £200 on account. The architect 
replied that he only gave certificates to the 
general contractor, but suggested that the 
plaintiff should apply to Shail. The plaintiff 
did so, and received that sum from Shail. 
Later on he again applied to the architect for a 
further sum of £120 on account, but received 
a reply from the architect in the same terms as 
the previous answer, except there was no direct 
suggestion that he should apply to Shail. Two 
days after the request for payment to the archi- 
tect the plaintiff applied to Shail, but, on that 
same day, the latter suspended payment, and 
called a meeting of his creditors, and the 
plaintiff received no further payment from him 
or from his estate. bot wd 

The plaintiff then claimed from the defend- 
ants, but they repudiated the claim ; but the 
plaintiff completed the contract, and did extra 
work to the amount of £6 17s., but it was 
agreed that this extra sum stood on the same 
footing as regards the defendants’ liability as 
the balance due under the contract. Subse- 
quently, the plaintiff brought the action against 
the defendants, and the statement of claim 
alleged that the work was done and the goods 
supplied under an agreement between the 
plaintiff and the defendants, or in the alternative 
that the architect or Shail acted as the defend- 
ants’ agents in making the agreement. 

In the Court of first instance, Mr. Justice 
Horridge, on the authority of Crittall Manu- 
facturing Company v. London County Council 
(75 J. P. 203), held that Shail was acting, in 
regard to the contract for the heating apparatus, 
as agent for the defendants, and gave judgment 
or the amount of the balance due. The Court 





of Appeal reversed this judgment, and held that 
the contract was with Shail as principal, and 
the House of Lords affirmed the Court of Appeal. 

It is of great importance that this matter 
should be thoroughly understood, as, since 
Crittall’s case, there has been much doubt about 
these questions arising out of provisional sums 
in building contracts, so first we will consider 
the judgments now delivered in the House of 
Lords and then their bearing on cases such as 
Crittall’s. 

Lord Loreburn remarked that the facts of one 
case are rarely of value in considering the facts 
of another case, so he confined his observations 
to the case in point. He said the meaning of 
the contract was this: that the County Council 
might prefer to do the work as regards the 
apparatus itself, or it might put in a cheaper 
apparatus, or it might require Shail to do it 
up to the £450. The latter course was selected, 
and Shail, who had to obey the architect, made 
a contract with the plaintiff. Neither the archi- 
tect nor Shail had authority to pledge the 
County Council’s credit. Shail was the con- 
tractor and he employed the plaintiff as a 
sub-contractor. 

Lord Haldane took the same view, deciding 
that on the facts of this case, both from the 
contract itself as well as the correspondence, no 
privity was established between the plaintiff 
and the defendants, and that Shail was a 
principal. 

Lord Parmoor expressed his judgment in 
very much the same terms as Lord Loreburn, 
but Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, though taking 
a similar view of the facts of this case and the 
legal deductions to be drawn from them also 
expressed an opinion on the decision in Crittall’s 
case. 

He quoted the following passage from the 
judgment of Mr. Justice Channell in that case : 
““In my view the effect of this clause as to 
provisional items, which is very common in 
contracts, is generally to make the building 
owner a real principal upon the contract under 
which these things are ultimately supplied.” 
Lord Shaw then said: “ I cannot assent to the 
view that that is any part of the contract law of 
these islands, nor can I assent to the view that 
there is any presumption under the law of 
contract to that effect.” 

The Lords Justices in the Court of Appeal 
carefully considered Crittall’s case and the-case, 
Young & Co. v. White (1911, 28 T.L.R.87), which 
followed it and which we referred to in oun 
article of June 2, and disapproved of them; and 
the House of Lords for the reasons stated above 
affirmed their decision, so that it may now be 
definitely said that so far as that case laid down 
the proposition that in the case of provisional 
sums there is a presumption in all cases that the 
building owner is the principal, it is now defi- 
nitely overruled. As we pointed out in ow 
former article, the terms of each contract, and 
where these are not definite, the conduct of the 
parties has to be regarded to ascertain the 
position of the parties, and in this connection 
we may call attention to the fact that in the 
House of Lords, Lords Loreburn and Parmoor 
founded their judgments on the terms of the 
contract, but Lords Haldane and Shaw, whilst 
also agreeing with the interpretation placed 
upon. the contract, were further fortified in 
their opinion by the conduct of the parties as 
expressed in the correspondence as showing 
that Shail was treated all through as principal. 

If building operations are to be stimulated, 
litigation should be avoided. There is no diffi- 
culty in framing a contract which shall so 
express these matters as to avoid litigation 
when once the parties themselves have made 
up their minds as to which of them is to be the 
principal, but this question is too often left to 
chance, and when bankruptcy intervenes 
recourse is had to the Courts. 

As we pointed out in our article of October 6 
last on the New Form of Building Contract, 


neither the R.I.B.A. Form nor the New Form 
deals with the question of provisional sums 
satisfactorily, and we venture to express the 
hope that in the light of the above decisions 
the Institute will now consider an amendment 
of their form which will provide parties to 
building contracts with a really safe precedent. 

We believe that the contract in Hobbs v. 
Turner (1902 18 T.L.R. 235) was drawn very 
much on the lines of Art. 28 of the R.I.B.A. 
Form, and this was held to make the building 
owner a principal for these provisional sums. 

This case was referred to in the House of 
Lords in Hampton’s case and held to be dis- 
tinguishable from the facts to be deduced 
from the contract before the House, but the 
correctness of the decision was neither impugned 
nor affirmed. 

Clause 20 (“Subcontractors ”) in the R.LB.A. 
Form is obscured by clause 28 (“ Provisional 
Sums”). And we have frequently drawn 
attention to this point. 

After the war a great revival in building 
activity is to be looked for, and contracts will 
be hastily entered into, and we cannot but think 
that the present is a fitting opportunity for 
the Royal Institute to consider the emendation 
of the form of contract as regards specialists 
and these provisional sums, so that the building 
trade may have access to a safe model contract 
which may guide them clear of these quicksands 
of litigation. All that is required is that the 
contract shall definitely lay down who is to be 
the principal, and an alternative form might 
be framed, to be adopted according to the 
intention of the parties as to whether the con- 
tractor or the building owner was to be the 
principal. 


Workmen’s Compensation. 


In the case, Griffith v. Owners of Sailing Ship 
“Penrhyn Castle” (Weekly Notes, January 
20th), a point of some importance under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act was decided by 
the Court of Appeal. By Section 13, the word 
“workman ”’ is defined as not including any 
person employed otherwise than by way of 
manual labour whose remuneration exceeds 
£250 a year. 

The applicant in this case was the widow of 
a master mariner who had retired and had for 
some time been earning about £130 per annum 
as an overlooker, but in February, 1915, his 
employers had asked him to go out to Bahia 
Blanca, to take command of the “ Penrhyn 
Castle,” and to take her to Freemantle, and if 
the charterers desired it, to bring her home, 
but if they ordered her elsewhere he was to 
return home by passenger ship. The remunera- 
tion, including board, was to be £24 10s. a month, 
but the probable duration of the whole contract 
would not exceed six months. The vessel 
sailed from Bahia on the 19th April, 1915, but 
was never heard of again. 

The County Court Judge multiplied the 
monthly remuneration by twelve and held 
that the man was not a ‘* workman,” as this 
made his remuneration exceed £250 a year, but 
the Court of Appeal allowed the appeal and held 
that this method of arriving at the remuneration 
was to read the Act as though the words of 
the section were “ at the rate of £250 a year.” 

The Court said that the contract only could 
be regarded, but that the respondents, to bring 
themselves within the exception, must prove 
that the employed was entitled to remuneration 
exceeding £250 a year, under a contract, which, 
in the absence of notice to quit or other extrane- 
ous circumstances, would naturally last for a 
year. 

The case at present is very shortly reported, 
and it is to be noted that the Court did not 
determine how the compensation should be 
calculated, but only that the finding of the 
Arbitrator that the remuneration exceeded 
£250 a year and the man was not a“ workman” 
was erroneous, and no doubt the case was 
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remitted, although the report does not state 
this. The case presents some difficulty, for the 
basis of computation in the Act is either a three 
yearly or a yearly average of earnings. It is 
difficult to see how this man’s earnings are to 
be calculated so as not to exceed £250 per annum. 
If he is treated as having been in the same employ 
for three years, as in fact was the case, then 
they would be less, but a change of grade is 
the same as a change of employment, and the 
pay in the grade he was temporarily employed 
in, whether calculated under the First Schedule 
1 (a), at 156 times his average weekly earnings 
during the period of his actual employment, 
or under paragraph 2 (b), would exceed £250. 

We refer to the case because it would super- 
ficially appear to decide that where a man is 
engaged under a contract, the onus is laid upon 
the employer of proving that the contract 
would last a year; this cannot be the effect of 
_the decision, and it would lead to extraordinary 

“results, 

The whole matter would seem to depend upon 
whether this man’s grade was changed when he 
undertook this contract. If it was not, then his 
earnings in the three years preceding his death 
in the same employ would be less than £250 a 
year, but if there was a change of grade it is 
difficult to see how, applying the provisions of 
the Act, it could be calculated at less. 

The case Greenwood v. Joseph Nall (1917 
A.C. 1), which we referred to in our Legal 
column, December 15, has an indirect bearing 
on this subject. In that case the House of 
Lords decided that “‘ employment by the same 
employer” in paragraph 1 (a) of the First 
Schedule means, in the light of the direction 
given in paragraph 2 (c), “employment uninter- 
rupted by absence from work due to illness or 
any other unavoidable cause.” 

Paragraph 2 (c) reads “‘ employment by the 
same employer shall be taken to mean employ- 
ment by the same employer in the grade in 
which the workman was employed at the time 
of the accident uninterrupted by absence from 
work due to illness or any other unavoidable 
cause.” 

Lord Loreburn and Lord Parmoor expressed 
no opinion on the words dealing with grade, but 
Lord Kinnear and Lord Shaw of Dunfermline 
clearly intimated that the grade must be the 
same. 

The question of grade was laid down in 
Perry v. Wright (1908 1 K.B. 441) to fbe a 
question of fact, and, although some of the dicta 
in Perry v. Wright have been disapproved in 
the House of Lords, in the case in question this 
decision that grade is a question of fact was not 
amongst the dicta disapproved of. It may still, 
therefore, have to be determined if the man in 
Griffith’s case had a change of grade ; if he had 
not, then the remuneration can be calculated at 
less than £250 per annum, but if his grade was 
changed, as we have pointed out, it is difficult 
to see how the Arbitrator could have calculated 
his earnings under the Act in any other manner 
than that he adopted. 

The case illustrates the extreme difficulty of 
interpreting the Act. 


LAW REPORTS. 





Kinoq’s Bencn Division. 
(Divisional Court—Before JusticEs BAILHACHE 
and ATKIN.) 


The Ferro-concrete Case: Appeal by 
Perry & Co. 


Tne ferro-concrete law suit between Messrs. 
Mouchel & Partners, Ltd., and Messrs. Perry & 
Co., arising out of the erection of H.M. Stationery 
Offices at Waterloo, and which was tried for 
many weeks before Mr. Muir Mackenzie, one of 
the High Court Official Referees, came before a 
Divisional Court of the King’s Bench Division, 
composed of Justices Bailhache and Atkin, on 
Tuesday, February 20, upon the appeal of the 
defendants Perry & Co. against the decision of 
the Referee adverse to their counterclaim for 
£24,397 damages. 

It will be recollected that (as reported in The 
Builder) the claim of Mouchel & Partners 
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for money due under the agreement was 
admitted by Perry & Co., who, however, raised 
a large counterclaim for damages for delay and 
for expenses incurred through the alleged negli- 
gence of Mouchel & Partners in regard to the 
plans and specifications and quantities supplied 
by them. The Referee decided against the 
counterclaim, and Perry & Co. now appealed, 
being again represented by Mr. R. F. Colam, 
K.C., and Mr. Davies. 

Mr. Colam now submitted a long argument to 
the effect that the Referee’s decision was wrong 
as (he argued) there was an absolute warranty 
by Messrs. Mouchel & Partners in regard to 
their quantities, &c. 

Mr. Colam dealt at length with the judgment 
of Mr. Muir Mackenzie, the chief points of which 
were as follows :— 

“The counterclaim of Perry & Co. is for 
damages amounting to £24,397 for loss occasioned 
to them by the failure of the plaintiffs to per- 
form their obligations to the defendants arising 
out of the agreement. By an order made by 
me it was ordered that the question to be tried 
at the trial should be in the first instance 
whether the plaintiffs had incurred liability with 
the defendants for damages by reason of the 
matters alleged, and that all questions as to the 
losses and expenses to which the defendants 
were put and the items should be postponed 
until the question of liability had been deter- 
mined. The trial commenced on September 18 
and occupied 21 days. The plaintiffs are engi- 
neers, specialists and quantity surveyors in ferro- 
concrete construction, and in particular employ 
the systems known as the Hennebique system 
and the Mouchel system. The defendants are 
very well known builders and contractors. An 
agreement, dated December 8, 1908, was made 
by which the plaintiffs licensed the defendants 
to use these ferro-concrete systems to execute 
all plans and instructions for the erection of 
ferro-concrete constructions supplied by the 
plaintiffs to the defendants. On June 2, 1911, 
the Commissioner of Works invited tenders for 
the erection in reinforced concrete of a building 
in Stamford-street for the Stationery Office. 
The plaintiffs, before coming into touch with 
the defendants in the matter, had obtained 
copies of the Office of Works’ invitation to tender, 
plans and extracts from the specification and 
conditions, and they prepared a scheme for the 
construction of the building in ferro-concrete, 
consisting mainly of tender plans, showing, 
besides the design, the thickness of walls, piers 
and beams, and they also prepared a document 
containing the details of the concrete and steel 
which would be required. These were sent to 
the defendants to enable them to submit a tender 
to the Office of Works. On these plans and 
quantities the defendants made a tender on 
July 4, 1911, for £47,638, which was accepted 
. . . Substantially the obligation of the de- 
fendants as contractors was to comply with the 
requirements of the specification and general 
conditions and the drawings and plans furnished 
by the Office of Works’ architect. As between 
the plaintiffs and the defendants the function of 
the plaintiffs, when the defendants became ten- 
dering contractors, was to prepare sufficient 
and adequate plans and quantities on which the 
defendants could safely make their tender, and 
after the tender was accepted, to prepare work- 
ing drawings and orders for the necessary 
amounts and dimensions of steel reinforcement. 
. . . As regards the plans and quantities made 
by the plaintiffs for the defendants’ tender, the 
plaintiffs were under obligation to use com- 
petent skill and take every care in the conditions 
in which the plans and quantities were to be 
prepared so that they should be as far as possible 
accurate in the matter to which they related. 
As regards the supply of working drawings and 
steel orders during the progress of the work, the 
plaintiffs were under pt im a to us. competent 
skill and exercise all reasonable care and diligence 
so that the working drawings and steel orders 
should be sufficient and adequate to enable the 
defendants to fulfil and complete their contract 
with the Office of Works and be supplied in 
reasonable time, that is to say, in sufficient time 
to enable the defendants to give their orders for 
steel and carry out their ferro-concrete without 
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being delayed for want of working drawings” or 
steel orders. The work proceeded after its 
commencement in October, 1911, and progressed 
during 1912. In the first half of that year 
occurred the coal strike, closely followed by the 
transport workers’ strike, which caused delay 
and interruption of the defendants’ work owing 
to difficulty to obtain the execution of stee| 
orders in time, and in the case of the transport 
strike owing to stoppage of delivery of materials, 
While the ferro-concrete work under the con- 
tract was still going on, the Office of Works 
ordered a very considerable extension of the 
work, which was put in the hands of the de- 
fendants to carry out, and consequently came 
into the hands of the plaintiffs for making plans 
and drawings. The defendants’ claim for 
damages against the plaintiffs is on the ground 
that the plaintiffs failed to perform their obliga- 
tions and thereby caused the defendants heavy 
loss, and the claim is put forward under three 
principal heads—delay, errors of calculation, 
causing the use of increased quantities of con- 
cret », steel and partly shuttering, and variations 
in design, causing extra expense. Besides extra 
cost of concrete, steel and shuttering, extra cost 
of excavation, increased labour charges, and 
other items of loss are specified. Now as to the 
question of delay, I think I am not doing in- 
justice to the defendants’ case in saying that it 
was on delays before the coal strike and conse- 
quent inability by them to get in their steel 
orders that they very strongly relied. . . . The 
defendants adduced evidence to establish that 
the plans should have been prepared so that the 
complete plans for each floor should have been 
delivered within successive short periods. I 
cannot accept this contention, and I hold that 
the claim of the defendants, so far as it is founded 
on the alleged delay, fails. In regard to the 
quantities claim, the plaintiffs did not calculate 
the quantities beforehand with absolute accuracy 
because of the uncertain factors caused by the 
provisions of the contract, but they - provided, 
i understand, a good margin, which is their 
general practice .. .” 

After dealing with changes ot pians and design 
involving variations in the quantities, the Official 
Referee added : ** I am unable to find that the 
defendants have established that either in the 
preparation of the tender quantities or in the 
preparation of the subsequent working drawinys, 
steel orders and distribution sheets the plaintiffs 
were guilty of want of skill, of want of care and 
diligence or any breach of their expressed or 
implied obligations to the defendants... . 
There must be judgment for the plaintiffs for the 
amount claimed, and I dismiss the counterclaim 
with costs of the action and counterclaim . . .” 

After hearing Mr. Colam, K.C., in support of 
the appeal and Mr. Newboult, K.C., in reply for 
Messrs. Mouchel & Partners, Mr. Justice 
Bailhache delivered judgment on the appeal. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache, after dealing at length 
with the terms of the contract and the findings 
of the Referee, said that the first head of the 
defendants’ claim for damages was for breach of 
warranty, or negligence in regard to the quan- 
tities ; the second part was in regard to delay. 
His Lordship thought that the order to the effect 
that the question of liability should be tried in 
disassociation from the items of damage, &c., 
was very unfortunate, and had created a good 
deal of the difficulty in the case. The Referee 
had found in substance that there was no delay 
and no negligence of which Perry & Co. could be 
heard to complain. The defendants said that 
there was a warranty by Messrs. Mouchel that 
the quantities they got out for the building 
should be correct, or reasonably correct, but the 
plaintiffs denied the warranty, but said they 
were only required to use reasonable care and 
diligence. He did not think that the words in 
the contract on which Mr. Colam relied as con- 
stituting the warranty were in fact inserted for 
this purpose, but for the purpose rather of pro- 
tecting the engineers’ system of ferro-concrete 
and seeing that when a contractor who had a 
licence for using the system did use it, it should 
be used so as to bring no discredit on the system. 
His view was that the contract held Mouchels 
liable to do no more than undertake to use 
reasonable care and skill, and this was the same 
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view a8 the Referee had taken, and he (Mr. 
Justice Bailhache) thought that that was per- 
fectly correct. The question therefore was, did 
they take care in getting out the quantities, &c. ? 
He thought that in providing for columns, the 
stresses of which were to be 900 lbs. to the square 
inch instead of 500 as per the specification, 
Messrs. Mouchel did commit an error of judg- 
ment, which was a breach of their obligation 
to use care and skill, and in so far as Perry & Co. 
had suffered damage by reason of that breach, 
Mouchels should reimburse them. The trouble 
about the case was that there was no finding by 
the Official Referee as to whether or not and, if 
so, to what extent Perry & Co. had suffered 
damage by reason ofthis breach of contract, and 
he had relieved himself of the necessity of 
making that finding on the broader ground, as 
he put it, that there was in fact no negligence. 
He (the Judge) thought the Official Referee was 
wrong about that—there was negligence. It 
was a pity to put the parties to further expense, 
but they must reluctantly send the case back 
to the Referee on the point of negligence for the 
Referee to reconsider it. In regard to the 
question of delay, in so far as the initial delay 
was concerned, he (Mr. Justice Bailhache) was 
not prepared to differ from the Official Referee 
when he said that in respect of that initial delay 
there was no blame to be attached to Messrs. 
Mouchel. He was satisfied that the Referee 
was correct in his conclusion that the main 
ground of delay was the early delay, and as to 
this no blame could lie upon the plaintiffs. 

The conclusion he (Mr. Justice Bailhache) 
came to was that on the question of negligence, 
the question of the making out of the quantities, 
and on that alone and strictly confined to that, 
the matter must go back to the Official Referee 
for further consideration and re-hearing. The 
Referee must consider what quantities of 
cement, &c., were provided for by the plaintiffs 
and what quantities were used by Perry & Co. in 
completing the contractual building. Regard 
would also have to be paid to the question of 
possible increases in the cost of labour and 
materials. 

Mr. Justice Atkin concurred. 

Their Lordships gave to Perry & Co. two- 
thirds of the costs of the appeal. 





Dispute Over Ownership of Land. 
A Plan Not Drawn to Scale. 


A REMARKABLE dispute concerning the 
ownership of a piece of land, occasioned through 
a plan not being drawn to scale, came before 
Mr. Justice Bailhache and Mr. Justice Atkin, 
in the King’s Bench Divisional Court, recently, 
on an appeal of Mr. Alfred Ashby, draper, of 
High-street, Camberley, against a judgment of 
Judge Harington, who, at Aldershot County 
Court, had found in favour of Mr. George Potter, 
of Ash, Surrey. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache, in delivering judgment, 
said this was a dispute between two adjoining 
owners as to the dimensions of their respective 
parcels of land, which at one end abutted into 
High-street, Camberley, and at the other end 
terminated in a right-of-way. The whole of 
the land, which had a frontage of 50 feet, was 
bought by Mr. Potter in 1897. In 1898 he sold 
a portion to Mr. Edgar Seaber, who, in 1899, 
disposed of it to Mr. Ashby. In conveyance 
to Mr. Ashby the reference to the parcels of 
land went back to the conveyance to Mr. 
Seaber, and in order to ascertain what was 
conveyed to Mr. Ashby, they had to look not at 
his conveyance, but at the conveyance to Mr. 
Seaber. This showed that the only positive 
dimension, apart from a passage way, was a 
dimension having a frontage of 24 feet to 
High-street. A plan attached to the convey- 
ance was confessedly not drawn to scale. At 
the time the conveyance was executed, Mr. 
Potter had begun to build a house on the piece 
of land which he retained in his possession. It 
was contended by Mr. Ashby, that, inasmuch as 
the plan apparently divided the land at the 
back into two equal parts, and gave him 24 feet 
of the High-street end, he was entitled to that 
Portion, and he appeared to have acted on that. 
Supposition, because he seemed to have erected 
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a shed, a fowl-house, and a fowl-run parallel on 
the line. On the other hand, Mr. Potter said 
that was not so, that the plan was not drawn 
to scale, and, therefore, could not be relied upon, 
and that what one must look to was not the 
apparent size of the spot on the plan, but what 
the plan showed—the existing facts or what 
were intended to be the existing facts. When 
they looked at that (according to Mr. Potter) 
they would find that a passage way of 3 ft. 3 ins. 
was carried in parallel lines from back to front ; 
that there was no doubt where the passage way 
began in the front, and if they continued to 
the end the parallel lines as the plan showed, 
and disregarded the apparent size of the plan, 
it would be found that Mr. Ashby’s piece of 
land, instead of being equal to Mr. Potter’s 
piece of land at the back, was considerably 
narrower ; and that Mr. Ashby’s shed and part 
of his fowl-run were built on land which belonged 
to Mr. Potter. In those circumstances the 
County Court Judge had to decide which of 
those contentions was right. There was no 
doubt (continued his lordship) that the plan was 
not to be disregarded. In truth and in fact, it 
was the main, if not the only description of the 
property contained in the deed. But in regard- 
ing the plan, inasmuch as it was not to scale, 
more regard must be had to what was shown on 
the plan as an existing or intended fact than 
to its apparent cimensions, and the thing which 
had determined his lordship more than anything 
in favour of the judgment was the fact that the 
plan showed beyond all question a 3 ft. 3 ins. 
passage way running in parallel lines from back 
to front. Now, if that was so, and they knew 
where the passage way was intended to start, in 
order to apply this plan to the surface of the 
land, all they had to do was to start the passage 
way in the front, and run it back in parallel 
lines to the back, which was what the Judge 
had done in this case, and in doing that he had 
come to the conclusion that Mr. Potter’s con- 
tention was right, and that Mr. Ashby’s con- 
tention was wrong. His lordship was at first 
inclined to think, by the form of the judgm»nt, 
that the County Court Judge had disregarded 
the plan altogether, but on going into the matter 
more fully he had come to the conclusion that 
the Judge had not disregarded the plan. He had 
disregarded the plan so far as eye-sight was 
concerned—he had not trusted to his eye-sight 
in respect of it, nor had he scaled the plan— 
but in other respects he had regarded the plan, 
and come to the conclusion he had having regard 
to the plan and to the facts existing at the time. 
The question was entirely a question of fact 
fo the Judge, who, in his lordship’s view, had 
treated the plan with the respect which the plan 
on such a conveyance and referred to in such 
terms as ir the conveyance was entitled to have. 
His lordship, therefore, thought that the appeal 
failed. 

Mr. Justice Atkin expressed agreement, and 
the appeal was dismissed with costs. 

Counsel for Mr. Potter asked for costs of a 
part-hearing of the case before a King’s Bench 
Divisional Court last May. 

Counsel for appellant: On that occasion it 
came before Mr. Justice Rowlatt and Mr. Justice 
Sankey, who expressed strong views about this 
plan, and suggested a settlement. 

Counse] for Mr. Potter: Attempts were made 
to reach a settlement, but without success. 

Counsel for appellant: We think we should 
have won this case; then we should have got 
all the costs. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache : If an order is necessary 
in regard to the costs of the part-hearing, we 
will make it. I have no doubt the costs have 
far exceeded the value of this little piece of 
land—by a long, long way. 

Counsel for Mr. Potter: They have, my lord. 





— 
——_* 


Memorial Window. 


Mr. Henry Holiday has completcd the 
memorial window which is to be erected to the 
memory of Captain Cecil Irby Prowse, of the 
Queen Mary, and his brother, Brigadier-General 
Charles Bertie Prowse, who fell at the front. 
It is to be erected in St. John the Baptist’s 
Church, Yeovil. 
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GLASGOW CATHEDRAL. 


Mr. T. L. Watson, F.R.I.B.A., recently 
delivered an address upon “ Glasgow Cathedral 
in the Thirteenth Century,” to the members in 
the Edinburgh district of the Scottish Ecclesiolo- 
gical Society. He said the Cathedral of 
Glasgow was a page of history. It differed 
essentially from other cathedrals in the posses- 
sion of an upper and lower choir, and in the 
unusual method followed in its construction, 
which was such that successive phases of 
architectural style were fully displayed and 
contrasted. Above all, it offered a unique 
example of an earlier plan supplanted by a 
later, but in such fashion that both might be 
read as in the earlier and later manuscripts of 
a palimpsest. The key to the history of the 
building would be found in the fact that the 
lower aisles and the adjoining middle compart- 
ment were of different periods, and that in the 
interval that elapsed between them the entire 
fabric of the choir above the level of the lower 
church was constructed. During this interval 
architectural style had developed from an early 
and immature condition into the perfect Gothic 
art of the thirteenth century, so that there 
were two widely different styles in immediate 
contact with one another, but so well harmon- 
ised that their difference of date was not recog- 
niseq until about 30 years ago. When the 
lower church was built, there was of necessity 
a plan of the whole vault, but this was carried 
out only so far as the lower aisles, the outer 
springer-stones of the middle compartment, and 
a bridge of communication between the upper 
aisles. When, therefore, on the completion of 
the choir and clerestory, the builders returned 
to the middle vault and decided upon an entirely 
new plan, they had to alter the old springers or 
replace them with others, to adapt them to the 
later design, and from these altered and renewed 
springers we were enabled to recover the earlier 
plan of the vault. 

This discovery opened up the history of the 
structure as by the raising of a curtain. Jocelin’s 
unfinished work of the twelfth century was 
demolished by Walter, the founder of the 
existing building, who reserved the portion first 
constructed as a temporary chapel for the 
use of worshippers during the erection of the 
cathedral. Here, accordingly, was found a 
pillar taken from Jocelin’s church, together 
with a fragment of the temporary altar and 
shrine of St. Kentigern. On Walter’s death 
the work was continued by his successor, to 
whom we owe the greater part of the existing 
choir. The vaulting of the lower aisles was 
reached about 1240, but the middle and eastern 
vaults were delayed, the former till 1260 and 
the latter till 1270, the material for the choir 
and clerestory being brought in by way of the 
eastern aisle and hoisted from the middle 
compartment to its place on the walls. The 
later plan of the middle vault, dating about 
1260, and based upon the chapter-house vaulting 
of the English cathedrals, was substituted for 
the original plan of 1240, notwithstanding the 
fact that it involved a large amount of additional 
work in the alteration of the early springers. 
To this we owed one of the greatest curiosities 
of architectural history, and to Bishop Bonding- 
ton and those associated with him we awed the 
possession of one of the noblest buildings in 


Scotland. 





-— 
> 


Edinburgh /rchitectural Association, 


A lecture was delivered by Mr. John Ritchie, - 
M.A., LL.B., Perth, on “ Romanesque Churches 
in Poitou ” in the Lecture Hall of the College 
of Art, Edinburgh, recently. Mr. John Wilson, 
F.R.LB.A., vice-president, presided. The 
lecturer said the problem which these 
Romanesque builders had before them was 
how to vault with stone a building of the type 
of the early Christian basilica. In the Poitevin 
school the method adopted was to construct 
a tunnel vault of stone which rested directly 
on the pier arches of the nave. There was no 
triforium, no clerestory lighting. All the light 
for the interior was derived from the windows 


of the aisles. 








154 


THE BUILDER. 


[MARCH 2, 1917. 


THE BUILDING TRADE. 


THE BRITISH INDUSTRIES 
FAIR, 1917. 


* We must wait till “ after the war” for a 
really impressive trade fair like that of Leipzig, 
but the Board of Trade have done valuable 
work in organising the British Industries Fair 
of this and of last year. We understand that 
the number of business orders booked last 
year was immense, in spite of all the disadvan- 
tages of war, and we have little doubt that 
still greater success will attend the present 
fair, for a custom is in process of formation, and 
we are a conservative people to whom custom 
‘means a great deal. 

Many great businesses, meaning profitable 
employment for workers, seem to be based on 
the manufacture of articles of little value or 
use, which are nevertheless always in request. 
Our bedrooms and our drawing-rooms are full 
of little ornaments, or, rather, articles which, 
whether of «esthetic value or not, are not used 
or meant to be used, and such a show as the 
present brings this forcibly home to the average 
visitor. 

Mankind being what it is, we suppose these 
useless superfluities, whether in the shape of 
bowls which have no purpose, vases, photo- 
graph stands, mirrors of every shape and size, 
tables and stools never meant for use will remain, 
as they are to-day objects which we shall wish 
to acquire. The ironclads and submarines of 
Germany of to-day are built largely from the 
proceeds of the sale of such “ necessities,” 
while the manufacturers of France are pre- 
eminent for the skill which has given a value 
to “‘ articles de Paris,” and it remains for the 
British manufacturer and merchant to show 
that we can supply our own wants and train the 
taste of the newer nations in the direction of a 
desire for our goods. To do this successfully 
there must be far greater co-operation between 
manufacturer and art worker than exists at 
present, for the work of art schools and treatises 
on esthetics have left our applied arts much 
as they were in the days when magenta was a 
fashionable shade and the antimacassar a real 
necessity. 

To take the case of art pottery and china- 
ware, with the exception of the great firm of 
Wedgwood and the Upchurch Pottery Company, 
there is little which will appeal to educated 
taste. Humming birds thrown promiscuously 
—— a background of heavenly blue may 
please the artisan who has a little money to 
spare, but will scarcely satisfy him if he acquires 
the rudiments of xsthetic knowledge. There 
was infinitely more to please the eye and satisfy 
the mind in the smallest of the rooms attached 
to the recent Arts and Crafts Exhibition at 
Burlington House than there is in the whole of 
the present Fair. We believe it would be 
infinitely useful if some of those who have know- 
ledge of the decorative arts were to award 
prizes to those works exhibited which are of 
esthetic excellence, and would give a lecture to 
the exhibitors pointing out in what direction 
the works failed, for such failure is often too 
manifest. The French nation have discovered 
that there is a commercial value in good design, 
and have made it an official interest of the State 
since the days of Louis XIV, to their immense 
commercial advantage, and at the present time, 
when we have broken down so many of the 
barriers which made us the most insular nation 
in Europe, we need to break down this barrier 
also for trade considerations, if not for higher 
and better reasons. A time-honoured legend 
assures us that the maligned city of Birmingham 
made profit out of the manufacture of brass 
gods for the heathen, but we shall be wise in our 
generation if we reflect that we may have to 
deal with those who have greater insight than 
the primitive savage. 

We are glad to note that great progress has 
been made in the manufacture of laboratory 
apparatus, as well as optical glass commodities, 





which we have hitherto been largely willing to 
take from Germany; and there are evident 
‘igns that our manufacturers are alive to the 
importance of manufacturing toys and that 
considerable improvement has been effected. 
In the Toy Section we noticed ‘‘ Lott’s Bricks.” 
The manufacturers have utilized the services 
of Mr. Arnold Mitchell and have given him a 
free hand in designing the bricks and showing 
how they can be utilized. There are eleven 
forms of bricks, nine of which are of plain 
rectangular form and are multiples of one inch, 
but with them surprisingly good imitations of 
actual buildings can be devised. The material, 
which is an artificial stone, aids the delusion, 
and the examples shown demonstrate that 
with them children may learn to build structures 
which really resemble buildings. 

The bricks are sold in six boxes varying in 
price from 5s. to 20s. each, and with them large 
and apparently complicated buildings can be 
erected. The invention, which is exceedingly 
ingenious, is on parallel lines with that which 
has enabled a child to obtain a fair working 
model of a locomotive or steamer, and we wish 
the makers the success which should follow 
enterprise. 

The publishing and printing firms are not 
so conspicuous in this exhibition as in the last. 
In this direction many of our firms lead in 
excellence of their productions, and what is 
needed is that their example should be more 
widely followed, for, as we know, most of the 
improvements in type and printing have been 
introduced here and made a commercial success 
in Germany in other words, we have been slow 
to utilize the skill and invention we have here, 
which have only attracted us as a novelty when 
they have returned to us in foreign clothing. 

One after another, time honoured shibboleths 
are at last being laid to rest under the pressure 
of necessity. The submarine will perhaps be 
the cause of the revival of agriculture; war 
has induced the Free Trader and Tariff Reformer 
to lie down under the shade of the same fig tree ; 
a real Colonial Conference is to be held in London 
and we have become at the present time a great 
military nation. Is it not possible that under 
the same stimulus of necessity we shall learn 
not only to use our energy to push trade, but 
to use our intelligence to devise things fair and 
beautiful in quality,and shall recognise in the 
early decades of this century what the rulers of 
France discovered more than a century before 
the Revolution—the great truth that art is not 
only one ot the greatest among pleasures, but has 
a commercial value which should never be 
overlooked by practical men’ We hope the 
next Fair will be held under happier auspices 
in its own premises and that the exhibits will 
show that attention has been paid to the con- 
siderations to which we have alluded. Govern- 
ment has done much, but our manufacturers can 
do infinitely more if they work in conjunction 
with men who have studi d the applied arts. 


— 
—— 





Glasgow Town Council and Housing. 

At a mecting of Glasgow Town Council, Lord 
Provost Sir Thomas Dunlop presiding, a 
discussion took place regarding a minute 
(which was ultimately approved) by the Special 
Committee on Housing and General Town 
Improvement. The Committee recommended 
the appointment of two outside architects to 
act in conjunction with the city officials, and to 
deal, in the first place, with those districts of 
the city which, in the opinion of the Committec, 
were most necessitous and required immediate 
attention on the points of housing of the poorer 
and working classes, general town improvement, 
and slum dwellings. The Committee further 
recommended the building forthwith of twenty 
or thirty tenements for the working, the labour- 
ing, and the pocrer classes on ground owned by 
or to be acquired by the Corporation, and in or 
near the most necessitous districts. 


BUILDERS AND WAR. 


The members of the Yorkshire Federation of 
Building Trades Employers held their annual 
conference at the Builders’ Exchange, Sheffield, 
on the 22nd ult. 


Subsequently the members, in conjunction 
with the Sheffield Master Builders’ Association, 
held their annual dinner at the Grand Hotel. 


Councillor Arthur Neal: proposed the toast 
of“ The Imperial Forces,” and Captain Barnsley, 
Chief Recruiting Officer at Sheffield, responded. 
Having paid a tribute to what the building 
trades had done towards the Imperial Forces, 
he desired to tell them that the string at the 
present day was tightening and the sieve was 
getting smaller. The building trade had made 
concessions, but those concessions were not 
final. He knew from the way the building trades 
had met them in the past that they would not 
hesitate to go through any ordeal in the interests 
of the nation. 

Captain Caporn also responded. 

Alderman Fenton, F.R.I.B.A., in proposing 
the toast of “ The Federation of the Building 
Trades Employers,” said he believed he was 
not asserting too much when he said that the 
building trades had done their share in the 
defence of the country and the successful 
prosecution of the war. In that expression, 
he wished to associate the workmen of the 
building trade. He had, however, to complain 
of the difficulties which were being put in the 
way of the trade ful lling national necessities 
such as the building of houses which were badly 
needed. Seriously he was coming to the 
conclusion that the cry “‘ Win the war” was 
becoming a formula to hide the bureaucratic 
ineptitude and tyrannies of the Ministry of 
Munitions. At the present time, plant was 
standing idle, which meant a loss of income to 
the country and a loss of income-tax to the 
Government. Their trade was the one trade, 
he might say, which could be carried on even 
in spite of the blockade, for, with the exception 
of timber, they could get all their materials 
from within. He felt that there were un- 
necessary impediments put in their way. 


Mr. Charles Boot, President of the Association, 
responding, said that the reason for their 
conference that day was to prepare for peace. 
The primary and greatest problem was the 
relation of employer and workmen. They 
must not again return to the days of strife and 
strikes. Having paid a warm tribute to the part 
trade unions had played in the war, he said 
they wanted the trade unions to agree that the 
primary rule henceforward must be work and 
not shirk. They must guarantee a bigher 
standard of production. A further problem 
which the builders would solve, if they were 
helped by their workmen and not hindered by 


. the Government, was the provision of housing 


accommodation. It was necessary to induce 
the Government to repeal the clauses of Part | 
of the Finance Act. 


Mr. A. J. Forsdike (past President of the 
Yorkshire Federation and of the Sheffield 
branch) also responded. He regretted the 
absence of the Sheffield President through 
illness. As an example of the good work done 
by the Federation, he pointed out that out of 
seventy-three disputes, sixty-four cases had been 
settled through the mediation of the Northern 
Central Federation, the remainder going to the 
National Conciliation Board. 


The President then presented Mr. French, 
the outgoing President, with an illuminated 
record of the Federation as an appreciation of 
his services during the past year. 


Other toasts honoured were “ The Architects 
and Surveyors,” proposed by Mr. A. J. Forsdike, 
and responded to by Mr. J. A. Teather and Mr. 
J. M. Jenkinson, A.R.I.B.A., and“ Our Guests. 
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RATES OF WAGES IN THE BUILDING TRADE. 


THE following are the present rates of wages in the | Trade in the principal towns of England and 


Wales. It must be understood that, while every endeavour is e to ensure accuracy, we cannot be responsible 


for errors that may occur :— 






































+| Brick- | Plas- 
oy Masons. | Brick- | penters, ae | eee. | So ean tayess? | Cesens? 
"| layers. Seloas . ’ : bourers.|,,., mR 
. ‘ jurers. jurers. 
d. d. d. ‘ d. d. d. a. a 
TUATC wo eeeeee 9 9 94 9. 94 9 x 
jv peels ish 10" 10 9 9 10 9} 6 
Altrincham ...... 9 1/- 11 10 8 11g 11 7 7 7 
Ashton-under-Lyne 11 11 11 1 9 11 10 7 7 - 
MSICY ++. 2 eeee 10: 104 10 9 3] of 84 7% 7 ve} 
EE casccdhseus . 9% ° 10 rt ° St ‘ Hi 
 chaciee 8 9 8 8 9 6} 5 5 ~ 
Bakeabesd ae 1/- 1/- 1/- lan 1/- 1/- By 8 » 
Birmingham ..... 1148 114$ 1145 4 1148 113§ 103$ 8ys 845 $ 
Bishop Auckland . 9 9 10 9 11 9 8 6 6 7 
Blackburn ....... 104 12 i 10 210 11 ° } ~ ~ 
lackpool ....-+e« 6 6 
Baton von acesees 19 11 uf 10 10 19 9 “7 7 Hi] 
urnemow eoce 7 
Bradford ........ a8 t ‘a 10 iit = 10 10 t $ t st 8it 
Bridgwater. . 4 4 
Brighton. . 9 of of — 8 7 7 7 
PE sc civkcoue 11 11 11 11 _ 11 10 8} 8 8 
Burnley ......-.-. . ot 10} 10 10} 8 9 3 7 T 7 
Burton-on-Trent . iy 1 7 - = F : 3 7 7 
5 e edaacud ~ - 1 8 8 
Cambridge ....... 9 v af 9 9 7 6 6 6 
Dee Spee 10h 103 104 10 10 10 9 7 '% | 
Chatham qe . 10 - ot 9 10 8 7 7 
Chelmsford....... 9 _ 5 4 
Cheltenham ...... 9 9 9 — 9 9 63° 64° 63° 
Cheater ...... eae 10f 11 11 of 03 i 9 6 Mg ct 
Chesterfield Soda . 9 7. 8 8 s 8 6 é H 
Colchester ....... 5 
Coventry ........ ul 1 1 10 ‘ 11 18 H 8 9 
WO w.cccccccsece 6 
Darlington Fea ° 10 it 10} 10 . ° 7 7 7 
BF ucsvseve ; 9 7 7 
Doncaster.......- 9 94 9 94 94 9 8 6 6 ert 
| REEORO 9 10 10 10 10 9} 8 6 6 7 
es ge a 9 94 oF 4 10 9 8 6 é 1 
ao 10 10 10 10 _ - a 7 T 7 
Mon. Valleys .. 
Reins: 9 9} 0} 9 9 9 8} 8 8 8 
Folkestone ...... 84 9 7 9 8 3 a 7 7 7 
Gloucester ....... 8 94 9 8 8 94 8h 7 Y ? 
_—— juceeue 8 B a 74-8 74-8 . } : : 6 
Dn s5ste000d00 —_ _ — 
Grimsby ........ P) 9 ry 0} 9 9 8 ; 7 Y 8 
Great Yarmouth 8 x 8 _— 8 8 6 5 5 one 
Halifax gen 30 7 it 9 4 : 2 9 . 4 g 
arrogate ....... 9 9 7 7 
Hartlepools ...... 10 11 11 11 11 103 9 3 a 8 
NS acwe.60% 8 8 8 . 8 8 8 , + 5 6 
SS “ 8 8 7 8 8 7 7 6 6 5 
Huddersfield ..... 11 11 10 9 10 9 84 7 7 7 
eee ehe 11} 11} 11} 114 11} 10 9 9 9 94 
Ipswich.......00+ 9 94 0+ 10 93 10 8 7 7 7 
con 7c | ai wi > | jo | 6b | ook | ot | lat 
mington Spa .. 
Lo AB aR 11 11 11 104 1 1/- 9 9 9 9 
me sod AR ee _ * 7 - 1 . ° ° os st 
TN sssseeess 6 
ave “phsoeeeae a 1- rt uit u- 10} % . H 
London ee 1/0 14 1/04 1/04 “s oa 10 , ® of 
ughborough ... 8 
ED cis wg essed 94 of 8} 9 84 1 6 64 
Maidstone ....... 9 9 9 9 9 ~ “ 6 6 
og Ponca * o . 1/- 10 WF . : 8} 
eee _ 7 
Merthyr Tydfil ... 9 ot 9 of + 9 84 6} 6} 6 
Middlesbrough. ... 10 11 11 11 11 10 9 . 8 8 
iopthar | wl) wl) we) Bw) el | mL BT OB OF 
Northampton .... | 10 10 10 10 10 10 9 7% rh} 7% 
Norwich ......... 8 8} 8} 8 ~ 8} 1 6 6 6 
Nottingham ponies = a/- i 11 114 uf _ . . 10 
tees ets - 1 7 
TE ais bacadiccwe 9 ro) u 9 8 6 of 
Pe ymouth 9 9* 9* 9* 9* 9° 84" 7 7 7 
ortemouth of 10 10} of | 10 4 a | si stl st 
~ . 10 10 10 10 11 of - it ~ 
— 9 6 
Rochdale 10} 10 11 10 oR ) t 10 8 8 st 
: chester 8 10 10 9 10 84 7 7 7 
yt Soh eae 10 10 10 . 104 11 10 9 7 H 8 
Soaks os wT 9 9-10 7 7 
= La i A > ° 9 t 10t 9 oF 04 10% 6 $4 6 
Sea 8 7 7 
Sheffield riieas ie 10 11 103t 9 10} 11 10 7 7 7 
So omebery paces 8 i 9 — 8 6 6 af 
Retiendorca's| Te | MSF | TF | RF lpia We] | | |G 
- . "cewor 
South enh agus i 10 it 10 10 10$ | 10 a i 7 
ee 1 11 11 10 1 ! 8 
Stockport cabelas li 10 10 10 104 1/- of 7 7 7 
Stone on on-Tees . 10} 11 11 11 11 10 9 x x ~ 
Stro wce- Treat = 1. 103 10 19 rr ° ° } 4 4 i 
gunderiand fadeas Z 11 11 11 11 9 8 8 8 8 
faehdnusis 1 1 10 10 9 1 7 
— sidiiaeas s 8 8 at “ ~ 7 a cf i 
Wakefield -°""** i 10 10 9* 4 4 
te eeeee 9 8 103 9 “si ¢ 7 
aE Sadeons 104 10 10 10" af 10 -3 4 2 a 
West Bromwich; | at | iit | iop | dof | —* | io | “9 | 8 | at] 8 
Wie: saeeewe 10} 11 10 10 0} 103 98 7 ~ 7 
Wolverhawtanc'** 9 Q 9 10 _ 6 — 6 6 6 
eremenaten aa 10} 10 10} 11 ~ 10 9 7 7 7 
Yorcester........ 9 9 ot 9 OF 9 8 6 6 
os me oR 93 9 9 10 |; 9 84 7 7 7 





























Py The Masons’ rate given is for bankers; fixers usually $d. per hour extra, 
War bonus of 2s. per week granted. + War bonus of 3s. per week a G ne beau of 2s. 6d. week granted, 
iW tlon 

ar bonus of 6s. per week granted. § 1d. per hour extra for men engaged on muni work, 
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PROPOSED NEW BUILDINGS 
AND OTHER WORKS.* 


In these lists care is taken to ensure the 
accuracy of the information given, but it may 
occasionally oe that, owing to building 
owners taking the responsibility of commencing 
work before plans are finally approved by the 
local authorities, ‘‘proposed’’ works, at the 
time of publication, have been actually com- 
menced. Abbreviations:—T.C. for Town 
Council; U.D.C. for Urban District Council ; 
R.D.C. for Rural District Council; E.C. for 
Education Committee; L.G.B. for Local 
Government Board; B.G. for Board of 
Guardians; L.C.C. for London County Council; 
B.C. - Borough Council; and P.C. for Parish 
Council, 


BEDFORD.—Plans approved: Extension of motor 
house, 12, Ampthill-road, for Mr. G. Bowler; altera- 
tions and additions to Nos. 85 and 87, Hurst-grove, 
and heating chamber to dining hall, Hurst-grove, for 
Messrs. W. H. Allen, Son & Co., Ltd.; motor garage, 
51, Iddesleigh-road, for Mr. G. Childs. 

BUCKIE.—Plans passed: Enlargement of workshop 
and new washhouse, for the trustees of the late Mr. 
John Simpson, Bank-street ; new coal house at Buckie 
Higher Grade School, for Rathven School Board ; 
engine house and w.c., for Scottish Co-operative 
Society; and new scullery, for Mr. George Slater, 
1, Seafield-street. 

DEPWADE.—The Building Committee has had before 
° a plan for the temporary school on Burston 

Treen. 

DUNFERMLINE.—The T.C. has agreed, on the request 
of the Rev. M. Scott Dickson, Rosyth, to relax the 
Burgh Police Acts in order that the Church of Scotland 
and the U.F. Church might jointly erect_a temporary 
building at Rosyth. A request by Mr. John Baxter, 
builder, for a similar relaxation for the erection of two 
cottages at Brucefield has been remitted to the Town 
Planning Committee, with powers. 

FULHAM.—Drainage plans passed: At Hurlingham 
Factory, Ranelagh-gardens, for W. E. Blake, Ltd. ; at 
49, Bayonne-road, for W. J. Newdick; at 99, Chan- 
cellors-road, for W. E. Blake, Ltd. 

GALASHIELS.—The! T.C. has granted an“application 
by Messrs. Kemp, Blair & Co., Ltd., dyers, Galashiels, 
for warrant to erect an engine and fan house at Gala 
Dyeworks. 

GooLE.—Plans for fitting shop for the Goole Ship- 
building and Repalting. Co. have been approved. 

HACKNEY.—The B.C. proposes reconstructing the 
sewer in Retreat-place with 12in. glazed stoneware 
pipes. Plans have been ed for building and draining 
a workshop, &c., at Wilton-road, for F. Dilloway ; 
for sanitary work at 45, Hackney-grove, for F. G. 
Robinson; and for drainage work at 215, Lower 
Claptun-road, for J. & H. Bangs. 

HENBURY.—A plan has been approved for the 
erection of a mess room, &c., at the King William IV 
Inn, Halles, Henbury. 

MYNYDDISLWYN.—The Mynyddislwyn U.D.C. has 
received a letter from the L.G.B. pointing out that no 
loan for the proposed building of 200 houses had been 
applied for, and requesting the council to forward 
= and estimates of the £42,000 proposed to be 

rrowed. It was resolved that the architect be 
instructed to prepare plans and estimates of the 
housing scheme to be submitted to the L.G.B. 

NoRWICH.—The Council has adopted a recommenda- 
tion from the Electricity Committee that application 
be made to the L.G.B. for sanction to borrow £3,500, 
the estimated amount required for the —— of the 
oeioattien and equipment of the King-street sub- 
station. 

» OssETT.—The T.C. has approved of a plan of a 
wood cycle house at the Gables, for Mr. George Glover. 

PORTKNOOKIE.—Plans of washhouses for Councillor 
John Wood and Mr. Alex. Wood, 424, Portknockie, 
have been passed. 

REPUBLIC OF COLOMBIA.—A contract entered into 
between the Colombian Government and Senor 
Evaristo Rivas Groot for the construction of a wharf 
on the Gulf of Morriosquillo, Department of Bolivar, 
has been approved. 

RUISLIP AND NorTHWOOD.—The Council have 
approved a plan for new drainage at Ashburnham, 
Watford. 

» SEAFORD.—Plans~ approved : * Alterations to shop 
front and premises 20, Clinton-place, for Messrs. 
Ashby & Co.; and for the construction of urinals at 
the Terminus Hotel and Wellington Hotel. 

» SEDGLEY.—Sedgley D.C. have prepared a scheme, 
to be carried out after the war, for the provision of 
fifty houses for the working classes, at an approximate 
cost of £12,000. 

SOUTHEND.—Plans approved: W.c. and lavatory, 
Elmer Works, Elmer-avenue, Davey and Armitage ; 
conversion of two shops into one, 301 and 303, London- 
road, Mrs. M. Willett ; rooms in roof of five bungalows, 
St. George’s Park-avenue, T. J. Dennis. 

SWANSEA.—The Corporation has approved a list 
of sewerage works, at an approximate cost of £37,840, 
to be undertaken after the war, which they have for- 
warded to the L.G.B. Plansapproved: additions, 2914, 
Trewyddfa-road, for Mr. Thomas Bowen; additions, 
Swansea Hospital, for the Trustees ; additions Messrs. 
Glasbrook’s offices, Cambrian-place, for Messrs. Glas- 
brook, Son& Co. ; temporary shed, 4, Glanmor-terrace, 
Walter-road, for Mr. Jabez Thomas ; Temporary shed, 
Croft-street, for Mr. Gooding. The Corporation has 
authorised the erection of two temporary workshops 
at the rear of the Acting Waterworks Engineer's office. 
The Corporation has adopted the amended plans of the 
New College Buildings. 

WANDSWORTH.—The B.C. have accepted a tender 
for pulling down Nos. 36 to 42, High-street, Wands- 





*See also our list of Competitions, Contracts, &c., 
on page 156. 
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List of Competitions, Contracts, etc. 


For some contracts still open, but not included in this List, see previous issues. 
Contracts, ; 


in this number: Competitions, —; 


Public Appointments 


Those with an asterisk (x) are advertised 
xix; Auction Sales, xx. 


Certain conditions beyond 


those given in the following information are imposed in some cases, such as: the advertisers do not bind themselves to accept 
the lowest or any tender; that a fair wages clause shall be observed; that no allowance will be made for tenders; and that 
deposits are returned on receipt of a bona-fide tender unless stated te the contrary. 


The date given at the commencement of each paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or the names of those willing to submit 


tenders, may be sent in. 


*,.* It must be understood that the following paragraphs are printed as news, and not as advertisements; and that while every 
endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, we cannot be responsible for errors that may occur. 





Competitions, Contracts, &c. 


BUILDING AND PAINTING. 


MARCH 3.—Brighouse.—ADDITIONS.—Erection of 
extensive additions at the Woodhouse Works, Brig- 
house, for Messrs. J. Blakeborough & Sons. 

MARCH 3.—Fermoy.—REPAIRS.—The B.G. invite 
tenders for carrying out repairs to the Workhouse 
buildings at Mitchelstown. Specification by Mr. 
Patrick Coughlan, C.E., can be seen at Fermoy or 
Mitchelstown Workhouse. 

_MARCH 8.—Brighton.—PaINTING.—The Council in- 
vite tenders for exterior painting at the Borough 
Sanatorium. Specification, &c., of the Borough Sur- 
veyor, Town Hall, Brighton. 

_ MARCH 9.—Caistor.—MoTOR SHED.—The Guardians 
invite tenders for the erection of a motor shed at the 
Workhouse, Union-road, Caistor. Plans, &c., can be 
seen with the Master of the Workhouse (Mr. J. Hartop). 

MARCH 10.—Stanley.— ENGINE- HOUSE, &0.—For the 
erection of engine-house, stables, and cart sheds, at 
Coach-road, Outwood, for the Stanley U.D.C. Mr. 
ee Massie, F.S.1., Architect, Tetley House, Wake- 

eld, 

MARCH 14.—Sheerness.—FUMPING STATION, &0.— 
The U.D.C. invite tenders for the construction of 
pumping station buildings, chimney shaft, approach- 
road, and other works at Sheerness East. Plans, &c., 
by Mr. F. W. 8. Stanton, the Council’s Consulting 
Engineer, at the office of the Water Engineer, Trinity- 
road, Sheerness. Deposit. two guineas. 

_No DatE.—London.—ReEpaiks, &c.—The Commis- 
sioners Of H.M. Works, &c., invite tenders for the 
execution of ordinary works and repair to the buildings 
in their charge in the London districts for one year 
from the Ist April, 1917. Conditions of contract, &c., 
at the Contracts Branch, H.M. Office of Works, &c., 
Storey’s-gate, London, 8.W. Deposit, £1 15. ; 


FURNITURE, MATERIALS, etc. 


MARCH 3.-— Belfast. — MATERIALS.— Supply to the 
Tramways and Electricity Committee of builders’ 
materials. Forms of the General Manager, Tramways 
Department, Napier-street, Sandy-row, Belfast. 

MARCH 5.—Maesteg.—MATERIALS, &0.—Supply to 
the U.D.C. of builders’ materials and works for six 
months ending September 30, 1917. Forms, &c., of 
Mr. Samuel J. Harpur, Surveyor to the Council, 
Municipal Offices, Talbot-atreet, Maesteg. 

MARCH 5.—Southend.—PaInTs, &0.—Supply to 
the Corporation of paints, oils, and colours, &c. 
Forms of Mr. Ernest J. Elford, M.Inst.C.E., Borough 
Engineer, Southend-on-Sea. 

MARCH 6.—Cuckfield.—MATERIALS.—Supply to the 
Guardians of builders’ materials, &c. Forms from 
Mr. W. J. Waugh, Clerk, Haywards Heath. 

MARCH 6.—London.—PAINTERS’ COLOURS, &¢.— 
Supply to the Metropolitan Asylums Board of painters’ 
colours, &c. Forms at the Office of the Board, Em- 
bankment, London, E.C. 

MARCH 6.—Steyning.—MATERIALS, &c.—Supply to 
the Guardians of painters’ materials, &c.. Forms of 
a Flowers, Clerk, Union Offices, Shoreham- 
»y-Sea. 

MARCH 7.—London.—TABLES AND CUPBOARDS.— 
Supply to the Commissioners of H.M. Works, &c., of 
typists’ tables and cupboards. Forms of the Controller 
of Supplies, H.M. Office of Works, &c., King Charles- 
street, Westminster, London, S8.W. 


(‘Thos 


MARCH 8.—Aberdare.—PaInts, &c.—Supply to the 
U.D.C. of paints, &c. Forms of Mr. A. J. Abraham, 
M.I.E.E., General Manager, Electricity and Tramways 
Department, Aberdare, Glam. 

MsrcH 8.—London.—MaTERIALS.—Supply to the 
Guardians of St. Mary, Islington, of building materials, 
&c. Forms of Mr. Edwin Davey, Clerk, Offices, St. 
John’s-road, Upper Holloway, N. 

MARCH 8.—London.—MATERIALS, &0.—Supply to the 
Metropolitan Water Board of builders’ materials and 
the execution of work, &c. Forms from the Chief 
Engineer, Savoy-court, Strand, W.C. 

MARCH 8.—Scarborough.—PaAINTERS’ MATERIALS.— 
Supply to the Guardians of painters’ materials, &c., 
for six months. Forms of the Workhouse Master. 

MARCH 9.—London.—MATERIALS.—Supply to the 
East Ham Corporation of builders’ materials, &c. 
Forms of Mr. Eustace Wilson, Town Clerk, Town 
Hall, East Ham, E. 

MARCH 10.—Hindley.—MATERIALS.—Supply to the 
U.D.C. of builders’ materials. Forms of Mr. Oswald 
P. Abbott, Council Offices, Hindley. 

MARCH 10.—Southport.—MATERIALS.—Supply to 
the Corporation of builders’ materials. Specifications, 
&e., of Mr. A. E. Jackson, A.M.I.C.E., Borough 
Engineer and Surveyor, Town Hall, Southport. 

MARCH 12.—Derby.—MATERIALS.—Supply to the 
Council of builders’ materials, &c., for twelve months 
ending March 31, 1918. Forms of Mr. John Ward, 
Borough Surveyor, Borough Surveyor’s Office, Babing- 
ton-lane, Derby. 

MARCH 14.—Oldham.—MatTERIALS.—Supply to the 
Surveyor’s Committee of builders’ materials for six 
and twelve months from March 25, 1917. Specifica- 
tions, &c., at the Borough Surveyor’s Office, Town Hall, 
Oldham. 

MAROH 15.—Newcastle-on-Tyne.—MATERIALS.—Sup- 
ply of builders’ materials, &c. Forms at the City 

ngineer’s Office, Town Hall. 

No DatE.—Norwich.—Paints, &c.—Supply to the 
Guardians of Blofield Union of paints, &c., for one 
nag ending March 31, 1918. Forms from Mr. John 

. T. Pollard, Clerk to the Guardians, 17, Prince of 
Wales-road, Norwich. 


ENGINEERING, IRON! AND ‘STEEL. 


MARCH 3.—Shepshed.—BOILER.—Supply to the 
U.D.C. of one Cornish boiler, 12-15 ft. long x 5 ft.—5 ft. 
6in. diameter, complete with all fittings. Mr. Michael 
Smith, Clerk to the Council, Shepshed, Leicestershire. 


ROAD, SANITARY, JAND WATER 
WORKS. 


MARCH 3.—Cerne (Dorset)—LABOUR AND MATER- 
IALS.—Cerne R.D.C. invite tenders for manual labour, 
team labour, and materials for one year ending March 
31, 1918. Specifications, &c., of the Clerk to the 
Council, Cerne Abbas, or of Mr. Sydney A. Jackson, 
District Surveyor, 50, South-street, Dorchester. 

MARCH 3.—Gainsborough.— ROAD MATERIAL.—Sup- 
ply to the U.D.C. of road materials. Specification, &c., 
of Mr. Sam. W. Parker, Engineer and Surveyor, Council 
Offices. 

MARCH 5.—Hunslet.— HIGHWAY MATERIAL.—Supply 
to the R.D.C. of highway material for twelve months 
commencing April 1, 1917. Specifications, &c., from 
Mr. W. B. Pindar, Clerk to the Council, Leek-street, 
Hunslet, Leeds. 

MARCH 5.—Portland.—GRANITE, &c.—Supply to the 
U.D.C. of broken granite or basalt for the year ending 


e with an asterisk (*) are advertised in this 


cification, &c., of Mr. G. A 


March 31, 1918. .> " 
ngineer and Surveyor, Couneil 


Waite, A.M.I.C.E., 
Offices, Portland. 

MARCH 6.—Chingford.— ROAD me“, | 
to the U.D.C. of road material, &c. Forms of Mr. 
Leonard C. Bowen, Clerk to the Council, 34, Station- 
road, Chingford. 

MARCH 10.—Buxton——ROAD MATERIALS.—Supply 
of road materials for the year ending March 31, 1918, 
Form of Mr. F. Langley, Borough Engineer, Town 
Hall, Buxton. 

Marcu 10.—Durham.—ROAD MATERIALS.—Supply 
to the Works Committee of road materials, &c., for 
the year ending March 31, 1918. Specification, &c., 
of Mr. Albert E. Brookes, County Surveyor, Shire Hall, 
Durham. 

MAROH 10.—Shepton Mallet—ROaD MATERIALS, 
&0o.—Supply to the U.D.C. of road materials, &c., for 
one year eons April 1, 1917. Forms from the Acting 
ae a to the Council, Council Offices, Shepton 

et. 

MarcH 12.—Bucklow.—STONE, &c.—Supply to the 
R.D.C. of stone, &c. Forms from Mr. R. C. Cordon, 
Highway Surveyor, Knutsford. 

CH 12.—Leamington Spa.—ROAD STONE.— 
Supply to the Corporation of about 2,500 tons of road 
stone. Form at the Road Surveyor’s Office, Adelaide- 
road Depot. 

MARCH 13.—Knaresborough.—ROaD MATERIALS.— 
Supply to the R.D.C. of road materials for the year 
ending March 31,1918. Form from Mr. J. H. Halstead, 
Highways Surveyor, 14, Bower-road, Harrogat_. 

MARCH 14.—Rothwell.— ROAD MaTERIALS.—Supply 
to the U.D.C. of road materials for six months, endi 
September 30,1917. Specifications, &c., at the Coun 
Offices, Rothwell, near Leeds. 

MARCH 17.—Kiveton Park.—BROKEN SLAG, &¢.— 
Supply to the R.D.C. of broken slag, granite, and tar- 
macadam for roads for year ending March 31, 1918. 
Forms from Mr. F. Hewitt, Surveyor, Council Offices, 
Kiveton Park Station, near Sheffield. 

MarcH 19.—Epsom.—ROAD MATERIALS, &C.— 
Supply to the R.D.C. of materials and team labour. 
Forms of Mr. T. E. Ware, Surveyor to the Council, 
Waterloo-road, Epsom. 

MARCH 19.—Wangford.— RoaD MATERIAIS.—Supply 
to the R.D.C. of road materials. Forms from Mr. 3. W. 
Rix, Clerk, Beccles. 


Public Appointments. 


%* MAY 1.—India.—The Municipality of Lahore have 
a vacancy for the post of engineer. Salary equivalent 
to £1,000-£1,600 per annum. Applications to HP. 
Tollinton, Esq., Deputy Commissioner and President, 
Municipal Committee, Lahore. L, 
No Date.—London.—The Surveyors’ Branch uf 
_M. Office of Works have several vacancies for tem- 
orary assistants. Apply by letter to The Senior 
Dronning Surveyor, H.M. Office of Works, Storey's- 


a 


gate, London, S.W. 


Hiuction Sale. 


Marco 13.—Winchmore Hill.—Messrs. _ Joseph 
Hibbard & Sons, F.A.I., have received instructions 
to sell by public auction on the site adjoining Grange 
park Station, builders’ plant, including scaffold poles, 
8 h.-p. portable engine, mortar mill, &c., &c. Cata- 
logues can be obtained upon the premises or atJthe 
auctioneer’s offices. 


issue. } 











(Continued from page 155). 

worth, and erecting a fence on the site. Works 
approved by the B.C.: Additions to 374, Upper 
Richmond-road, Putney, for Mr. A. Harvey; tem- 
porary iron church, Barmouth-road, Springfield ; 
re-drainage of 20 and 22, Baylin-road, Fairfield, for 
Mr. A. Phillbrick ; partial re-drainage of 12, Spencer- 
park, Fairfield, for Messrs. Hudson Bros.; sanitary 
accommodation at Elm Works, Summerstown, for 
Messrs. W.& C. Brown, Ltd. ; sanitary accommodation 
at the forge adjoining ‘‘ The Grapes” public-house, 
39, Fairfield-street, Fairfield, for Messrs. C. Perry & Co. ; 
alterations, &c., to 42, Replingham-road, Southfield, 
for Mr. F. Bethell (on behalf of the West London 
Co-operative Society, Ltd.); additions to Messrs, 
Gambrell Bros., electrical laboratory, Merton-road, 
Southfield, for Messrs. Castle & Sons; erection of two 
houses (Nos. 10 and 11), in Estreham-road, Streatham, 
for Mr. 8S. Burdwood; sanitary accommodation at 
Allsop’s Wharf, Point Pleasant, Southfield, for Mr. J. 
Allsop. 

WOKING.—The following plans had been submitted 
for approval: Motor garage in connection with 
Rossmore, The Ridgeway, Horsell, for Mr. W. G. 
Tarrant; laboratory in connection with Messrs. 


Martinsyde’s Factory. 


TRADE NEWS. 


The Grammar School, Swansea, is being 
supplied with Shorland’s exhaust roof ventilators 
by Messrs. E. H. Shorland & Brother, Ltd., of 
Failsworth, Manchester. 

Boyle’s latest patent“ air-pump ” ventilators, 
supplied by Messrs. Robert Boyle & Son, ven- 
tilating engineers, 64, Holborn-viaduct, London, 
E.C., have been employed by the London 
General Omnibus Company for High-road 
Garage, Streatham. 


We have before us an interesting catalogue of 
the work of Messrs. Edward Wood & Co., Ltd., 
of the Ocean Iron Works, Manchester, which 
is illustrated by photographic views of works 
carried out by the Company in all parts of the 


-world.. The firm have completed large exten-. 


tions to their works which arefequipped with the 


latest machinery and form" the largest,manu- 
factory of structural steelwork in the Uni 
Kingdom. The firm have great capoun 
especially in economical methods of design ee 
workmanship is of the best, while a large staf = 
experienced designers enables them to = 
clients with the minimum of delay. A ee 7 
of the Company is their export work, of Ww - - 
they have a long and varied experience - = 
dimensions of such work are figured in me - 
equivalents, and notes put on the carta 8 - 
the requisite foreign languages. The firm _ ~ 
a branch business in Buenos Ayres, —s a 
under the title of the British Structural »™ 
Co., Ltd., in order to deal ex} éditiously = 
their very large South American trade. he 
illustrations in the catalogue give an — . 
idea of the immense variety and extent 0 


firm’s operations. 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS, 





[Owing to the exceptional circumstances which 
prevail at the present time, prices of materials 


should be confirmed by inquiry. Since last issue 
several corrections have been made.—Ed.] 


*,* Our aim in this list is to give, as far as possible, the 
average prices of materials, not necessarily the highest 
erlowest. Quality and quantity obviously affect prices 
—a fact which should be remembered by those who 
make use of this information. 


BRICKS, &c. 


Per 1000 Alongside, in River Thames. £ 8. 
Rent: GHEE, 6-0 245065804 edeotse dos be ee PR me 
Picked Stocks for Facings .........-+-+e+0+ 217 0 

Per 1000, See a rt Railw ay Depot, er wrt 
8. 


Sb ccsctoe 1326 6 Best Biveo 
Pressed Staf- 
fordshire ... 5 12 
Best Red Do. Bullnose .. 5 17 
Pressed Rua- Best Stour- 
bon Facing... 5& & QO bridge Fire 


Bricks ...... 7 0 

GLAZBD BRICKS— 

Bes t White D’ble Str’tch’rs 18 17 
Ivory, and - D’ble Headers 15 17 
Salt Glazed One Side and 
Stretchers .. 13 T 6 two Ends ... 19 17 

Headers....... 12 17 6 Two Sides and 

Quoins, = one End ;:... 20 17 
rose and 4}in 

NOD 0scas> “1617 6 Squints ..... 18 7 

Second Quality, £1 as? 1, 000 less than ee 


2 


oo a 


t!ames Ballast ....... i & 3 per yard, delivered. 
Thames and Pit Sand.... 9 6,, ,, -~ 
Best Washed Sand ...... wT Via“ et 
gin. Shingle for Ferro- 
CORGTOS siccceccccces 8 6 ma 


£ . “4. £ 
Rest Portland Cement ...... 2 oe 
Do. £2 1s. alongside in 80-ton lote. 
Ferrocrete 28. 6d. per ton extra on above. 
Pest Ground Blue Lias Lime 1 7 6 at riy. depot. 
hvTB.—The cement or lime is exclusive of the ordinary 
charge for sacks. 


Grey Stone Lime .... 41s. 0d. per ton delivered. 
Stourbridge Fireclay in 8 "cke 35s. Od. per ton at rly. dpt. 
STONE. 


BATH STONE—delivered in railway trucks at s. d. 
Westbourne Park, Paddington, G.W.R., or 


South Lambeth, G.W. R., per ft. cube...... 1 
Do. do. delivered in railway trucks at Nine 
Bims, L. & 8.W.R., per ft. cube .......... 1 8% 


Do. do. delivered on road waggons at Nine Elms 
DIE wendecdcdsdcdestecveunvoessacss« 2 “OE 


PORTLAND STONE— 

Brown Whitbed, in random blocks of 20 ft. 
average, delivered in railway trucks at 
Westbourne Park, G.W.R., South Wh. 
beth, G.W.R.. or Nine Elms, or L. & S.W.R 
per DMP ncciicheshstatedougiabeh "2 5} 

Do. do. delivered on road waggons at Pimli ico 
Wharf or Nine Elms Depét, per ft. cube.. 2 6% 

White basebed, 2d. per ft. cube extra. 


RANDOM aie dite Ft. Cube, delivered at Rly. tr i 


d. 
Ancaster in blocks. 2 0 Closeburn Red 
Beer in blocks.... 1 7} Freestone ...... 2 
Grinshill in blocks. 2 4 Red & White Mans- 
Darley Dale in fieldrandom block 2 9 
DEE onnweess 5 Yellow Magnesian 
Limestone do.do. 3 $3 


vo? Lag rg Hood Quality. 
Ft. Cube, Delivered at Railway Depét. s. d 
Sonppled ran random blocks .........+++ss-ee0+ 3 4 
er Ft. Super. Delivered at Railway Depét. 
Gin. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 


SOT. MES siccaconnsshs4o+de<s nas at 2 5 
6 in. sebeea tos Se, Sn ssesebeceesess 2 8 
8 in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) ..... 1 03 
2 > a. 2}in. sawn one side slabs (random = 
ui. bin wile Ole... se. 8 
HarD YORK— 
Per Ft. Cube, Delivered at Railway Depét. 
ee SIN MEED. . cdcccsudeaiunndns 3 0 
er Ft. Super., Delivered at Railway Depét. 
6 in. sawn two sides landing to sizes (under 40ft. 
BUPCE.) wccccccccccscccccccccccccccceces 23 
6 in. rubbed two S| 27 
3 in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) pases 1 0 
2 in. self-faced random flags ..........e.e+0. 0 6 
° Per 1,000 
TILES. f.o.r. London. 


Gest machine-made tiles or hand-made sand- 
faced tiles from either Broseley or £ s. d. 


Staffordshire district. .... jinvedae ne inten 2 
RE Hee 215 0 
Hip and valley tiles (per dozen) ...... ea ek 

SLATES. Per 1,600 of 1,200 


f.o.r. London. 
Best Blue Bangor Slates, Y A.B BD sncin stan 
First quality ® 20 m0 By 1 Depa 
a 2 ae 
Best Biue Portmadoc, A by DP wevseev dacs 
” by e*enee 
First gia ii~ om 20 by 10 22222. . 
” ISTE seseccecocss 


WOOD, 
Bast Bempane REDWOOD. Nominal. 
~~ sizes. Per standard. 
Deals : by 12in., vg £ 8. 4. £ s. d, 
by iin. 3 in. by 11 ~ 
4in. by Qin. and 2 





@aaccoac™ 


by llin. .. 38-0 @ .. 39 0 ®@ 
§ in. by 9 in. 24 in. by in, 
and Zin. by 9im........ 87 @ 0 .. 38 0 0 


THE BUILDER. 


WOOD (Continued). 





BEsT BUILDING REDWOOD. Per standard. 
Battens: 2in., 2} in., and) 
3 in. by 8 in. 
7”, 23 in., and 3 in. by 
Silncs «nas ccsdew de £ 8s. a. £ s. 4, 
“7 2} in., and 3 in. by 
A eS 35 0 0 .. 86 0 0 
Seantiines : 2in. by $in., 
2in. by 3$in., 2in. by 
4in., 2in. by ‘44 in. ste 
ot $s and 3 in. by 
Boards: lin., 1jin., and 
hana by é6in.and7in. 010 0 more than 
bebwp et ccc oeeeeess 2 8 battens. 
Setends EN OEE Se 1 O O less than best 


Best Middling Dantzic and 
Memel Fir Timber Logs Per load of 50 ft. cube. 
(average specification) os — 
Stocks very limited. 
Sawn pitch pine logs (about 
5 cu. ft. average).... ° 14 
Do. 6in.tol0in. .. 12 0 0 .. 18 
Per standard. 
Best Pitch Pine Deals .... 36 0 0 .. 46 0 O 
Under 2 in. thick......... 010 O extra. 


JOINERS’ WOOD, 
White Sea First Quality 


Per load. 
os ae 


oo 
oo 


Red: 4in. by 11lin.. 48 0 0 44 0 0 
3in. by 1lin., and 2in. 

OEE. esnsened sa 42 00 48 0 0 
OU, er es os ee000000 38 0 0 39 0 O 
3 in. - 4 9in., and 2} in. 

_ a Oe ere 37 0 0 38 0 0 
Q hod by li in. boards . 1 0 0 more than 

deals. 
7in. and Sin. battens... 34 0 0 .. 35 0 O 
7in. and 8in. boards ... 1 0 0 .. more than 
Archangel White Deals— battens. 
Best 3in. by 9in. and 

10 in. and ilin. ..... 40 00 .. 44 0 0 

ee ee 2 O OO less than best. 


US. Battens ....0.000. 81 6 0 .. 38,9 9 


Prepared Floorings and Matchings, Seconds. Swedish 
Red and equal— 


ljin. by 6$in. planed square ones, 


OOD GS ass cnccavses 2 oo 0 
ljin. by 6$in. planed 
and matched ........ S 6:0 «8 F 2 
1 - by 63 in. planed ‘and 
Oe aacavsn4s-shse0s S MAD. es 116 0 
1 in, 1! 64 i in. planed and 
ecntee’ Se 116 0 
sin. - 64 in. laned, 
matched, and beaded, 
or V jointed ‘ane8os a is Ee Pe 
lin. by 63 in. do....... 338 © oe 2 OD 
Columbian or Oregon Pine, Per standard. 
best quality ......... 560 0 0 .. 565 0 0 
Yellow Pine—First regular 
re eo 57 O O upwards 
eee 438 0 0 ma 
Seconds, regular sizes .. 44 0 0 wi 
QESROID: 5 odcdscesece 38 0 0 we 
sama Pine—Planks 2 ft. 68 
Wainscot Oak Logs, per ft. 
Ccecccccoreoses 010 6. 012 6 
Dey Walnsset Oak, per “ft. 
on, ae eS eh 0 
do do. 0 010 S 3.¢ 
Dry Mt ‘ahogany—Honduras, 
Tabasco, per ft. super, 
SO Ir 6 & Or. 01 4 
Cuba, Mahogany ...... ae :-a, BSF 
Dry Walnut, American, per 
ft. super. asinch ... me Se. 01 3 
French, “‘ Italian,” Walnut 010 01 6 
Teak, per load (Rangoon or 
oulmein) ....:... ae as 80 0 0 
Do. do. (Java)...<... 2% @O-.. & 0 @ 
American Whitewood 
planks, perft.cube .. 0 8 6 . 09 0 
GlUS, POF CWE. ccccccccee 316-0 . $319 0 
METALS. 
JOISTS, GIRDERS, &c. 
Rolled Steel Joists, ordinary 
sections, basis price ...... 
Plain Compound Girders, 
ordinary sections ...... Prices controlléd 
Plain Compound Stanchions 
Angles, Tees, and Channels, ¢ by the Ministry 
mierainary y sections ioute sen 
RS arr aT 
Cast Iron Columns and of Munstions. 
Stanchions, plain ordinary 





DUNNE 6 cd00cessossedes 4 


WRoOUGHT-IRON TUBES AND FITTINGS— 

(Discount off List for lot of not less than £4 net 
value delivered direct from works. 5percent.less 
carriage forward if sent from London stocks.) 

Tubes. eae 


Gas ja bitenmukebeaneeksene 474. 
WE kD cewessRnehthaes sVeubes 42 17 
ED kn 5 o'ba 6b de 0s 6 os 060 608650 874 . 45 
Galvamined GAB... cso ccccccccese ces. ae 
99 | WOE Sven rec sicesvcivcs 213 .... @ 
oi AEB. 6 0 i.40 cen ategarsses ) Zio Se 
L.C.C. Som PrIrE— London Prices. 
Pipes Ss ages Bends. Branches. 
d. 8. d. s. d. 
BPR. s<asceses 2 o. scien Seee une a 
24 in. ; ae SS 
Oe SOP wees: ee bese. Wie 
SET. cecccesce ST ee Lee 
GS sa catéous 4 64. $i -. 4 6 
RAIN- WATER PIPES, &c. London Prices. 
pe. Bends. Branches. 
8. d. s. d. 8. d. 
2in. + re © eee OR Dee 
ag heakyes ‘ etggas-* ewe ee 1 8 
SU .cisetsee 12 ree ee Raia 
7 ihe heen Se > rete Se a OA le. 
OO kscdecks BYR ede OB Biivctent OS 
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METALS (Contenwed). 


L.C.C, DRAIN PIPEs— Londen Prices. 
4in., 4s. 6d. .. 6Sin., Se. 6d. .. Gin 6d. 
. a. ton, in Zondon. 


IRoN— 4d. 
Common Bars .......... 16 10 0 te 17 a 0 
Staffordshire Crown Bars— 

good merchant quality 1610 0 .. 1710 6 
Staffordshire ** Marked 
i eckean $s avedcen a, 6 ..4:8 wae 

Mild Steel Bars ........... 19 0 @ , 1910 0 

Steel Bars, Ferro-Concrete quality, £19 basis price. 
Hoop Iron, basis price ... 20 6 0 20 10 @ 

aa "Galvanised ... 33 0 6 . _ 
(* And upwards, aceording to size and, gauge.) 

Sheet Iron Black— 

Ordinary sizes to 20g. ... 22 0 0 to 2210 @ 

* g  ¢ Rees Be a oe aru 

36.6. ... 86:48:06... 3 8 

Shee Tron, Galvanised flat, ordinary quality— 
Or inary sizes, 6 ft. by 2 ft. 
to 3 ft. to 26 g swedems OS as _ 

Omey sizes & 22 g. and 

393 tbs eo aces thee 32 .0@ 6 .. 3210 ° 

Ordinary sizes to 26g 35 0 0 te 3510 0 

Sheet Tron, Galvanised” ‘flat, os uality— 

Ordinary sizes to 20 g. % wes _ 

a » 2eé. ae. 
MOG. nénkssee dactenees $610 0 .. - 
Ordinary sizes to 26 g. 3810 0 .. - 

Galvanised Corrugated Sheets— 

Cory eee, 6 ft. to 8 ft. 
osse0s6enesonses 6 0 — 

Ordinary sizes, 22g. and 
DE. con tnedsdivcerds 10 (0 _ 
Onthnes sizes, 26 g...... 32 0 0 _ 

Best Soft Steel Sheets, 6,ft. 
by 2ft. to 3ft. to 20 g. 

GE GO 60000503500 2410 0 _ 

Best Soft Steel Sheets, 20 g. 

GE PE éobsicven panes 2415 0 _ 

Best Soft Steel Sheets, 26g. 2610 0 _ 

Cut Nails, 3 in. toGip. .... 22 0 23 12 6 


0 
(Under 3 in., usual trade extras. ) 
LEAD, &c. 
Delivered in London 
LeaD—Sheet, English,4lb. €£ 8.d. .. 


SP ORs sSbessddeves 3g 0 0 _ 
Pipe in coils ........ eoee 3910 0 _ 
DG WENO v.00 ss nceece pcioe Oe an © _ 
CU SEO ws aceceecdoas 4210 0 -- 


Note—Country delivery, 20s. per ton extra : lots under 
5 cwt., Is. 6d. per ewt. extra. Orders for over 
1 ewt. should be accompanied by a certificate or 
licence, which can be obtained from the Director of 
Materials [A.N. 2 (E)] Hotel Victoria 8.W. 

Allowance for old lead delivered at mills, £26 per ton. 


CopPpER— 


Strong Sheet ..... perlb. 0 1 & — 
Thin cat! been “ © 1 8 _— 
Copper nails ..... re o 1 8 — 
Copper wire .... 4 © 1 8 _ 
Brass— 
Strong Sheet ..... a ®@ 1 €# on 
| ae ‘ Ss =a om 
TIn—Engl ish Ingots ,, @2a —_ 
SoOLDER—Plumbers’ nf = Ss | on 
Tinmen’s ........ - - s.-¢ ive 
Blowpipe ........ Pi ® 1 5 _ 
GLASS. 


ENGLISH SHEET GLASS IN CRATFA OF STOCK 
SIZES AND IN SQUARES IN ORDINARY SIZES 


Per Ft. Per Ft 
150z. fourths .... 5d. 260. thirds ........ 744 

~S . eer 53d. 82 ox. ae side-on -5 

21 0z. fourths .... 6d. SE. wabds os 

» SED veces oad. Fluted Sheet, 2 *. 8 d. 

26o0z.fourths . 64d. ” stg 
ENGLISH ROLLED PLATE IN CRA’ Pes oF STOCK 
SIZES. er Ft 

© Pe I 6 kha bce iadewonsaeesews ieden 4d 
‘, Rough rolled and rough cast plate ater en ee 4ha. 
} Rough rolled and rough cast plate .......... nh 


Figured Rolled, Oxford Rolled, Ba'tic. Oceanic, 
arene. Repoussine, and _ ntippalyte, “i 


bee abr 6006.60 $0 Oh 0deeee sees Hones 5a 

E,W 0d nnodsceneeh sb oe seh sca os fia 

MINING Y ctonacidies de t-the ice cesants 444. 

PAINTS, &c. £ 8. 4. 

Raw Linseed Oil in pipes ........ peor gallen © 4 7 

‘* " », in barrels....... , 0 48 

= “ , in drums ....... ‘ ® 4711 

Boiled ;, in barrels....... “ 0 410 

x a aD sceaese ss 056 1 

Turpentine OO RE scdnnes cance = 0 4 8 

CO eer 0 411 

Genuine Ground English White Lead, per tem 54 0 0 
(In not less than 5 cwt. casks.) 

Red Tae, TNT. 60 vese 9006 Con per ton 66 9 @ 

Best Linseed bil POO .s desste per cwt. 018 6 

Stockholm Tar ....ccccccetee per barrel 46°86 

POO cocnecateodetiovesedes per cwt. 010 0 


GENUINE WHITE LEAD PAINT— 
“ Blackfriars,” ‘‘ Nine Elms,”’ “ Park, 
and other best brands (in 14 Ib. tins) i 
less than 5 ewt. lots .. per ton delivered 66 65 @ 


VARNISHES, &c. ~~ gallom. 


s. @. 
TEE AGE |.” accudaasweddes soaceantel o 8 @ 
PPG CE ccs capebtions 6 beedseuk 010 6 
Superfine Dake Meste Ok .. cccscccccscoce o12 6 
Fine Extra Hard Church Oak............. 010 6 
Superfine Hard-drying Oak, for seats ef 
PE oc dacinwtedennsedetneséetebbe 014 O 
Wind Beets CRSTIOED 6 ckcccecdidccocecseces 012 6 
Superfine Pale Elastic Carriage ........... 016 @ 
DER FE Es cob een ch ooctecesscoceee’ 010 @ 
Finest Pale Durable DE Gives <Sxbeuss ob o18 6 
Extra Pale French Oil ......ccccccscceces a. 2:0 
Weeahell BISSRE «00 vc ccccccccccccccecse oR 6 
Wee te BOE cvcccocdpeboscceocecd ee ee, 
SE BED ins wbanveedestéeecesonatds 012 @ 
Best Japan Gold DE Makes dueeesiatasat oo Sie Ye 
WONG HOE CREED 64.0 0.06 00000cs 6b000000ds 016 «@ 
Oak and Mahogany Stain............... o'.@ 0. 9 
Brunswick Black ....... 60 eu weeees ctsace' O89 
Berlin Black ....<siccec0. coscccccccoccesn 216.8 
PN, cA Kbéd onc ces coccsdssccecccocoen Mle 8 
French and Brush Polish ...........ses-0««. @12 0 


TENDERS. 


Communications for insertion under this heading 
should be addressed to “ The Editor,’”’ and must reach 
us not later than 12 noon on—Wednesday. 


* Denotes accepted. +t Denotes provisionally accepted. 


CHISWICK.—The Urban District Council have 
accepted the following tenders for the supply of 
materials during the year :— 

Catchpole & Sons, tar ; Robertson & Sons, oils, paints, 
and ironmongery; F. Bird & Co., ironmongery ; 
Middleton Bros., oils and paints; John Farrar & 
Sons, York paving stone (at an increase of 6d. 
per yard super., if necessary) ; Buxton Lime Firms 
Co., Ltd., iime (at increase of 2s. per ton). 


®* CORK.—For supply of 30 tons of water-pipes, for 
the Waterworks Committee :— 
*Stanton Ironworks, Ltd., Notting- 
WE. b:ib-6.0 0 606:9 €a26r400-K00-6 3 





MIDDLESEX.—For supply of tar for use in tar- 
painting roads for the Middlesex County Council :— 
*E. Catchpole & Sons, at 4d. per gallon. 
*Brentford Gas Co., at 3#d. per gallon. 
MIDDLESEX.—For supply of tarmac | during 
1917-18 for the Middlesex County Council :— 
*Tarmac, Ltd. At prices ranging from 17s. 3d. to 
‘ 19s. per ton for 24 in.; 17s. 3d. to 19s. for 2 in.; 
and from 18s. 3d. to 20s. for 3 in., according to 
place of delivery. 


MIDDLESEX.—For the supply of granite required 
for main roads for the year 1917-18 for the Middlesex 
County Council :— 

*Clee Hill Due Stone Co. and H. L. Cooper & Co. At 
prices ranging from 16s. 3d. to 18s. 6d. per ton 
for 2 in. ; from 16s. 3d. to 188. 7d. for 14 in. ; and 
from 15s. 3d. to 17s. 6d: for 4in. chippings, 
according to place of delivery. 








STORRINGTON (SUSSEX).—Accepted for supply 
to the Thakeham R.D.C. of broken granite, unbroken 
flints and refined tar required for the district roads for 
year ending March 31, 1918, .Mr. W. Forrester, Sur- 
veyor :— ; 

Roadstone Supply Co., Shepton Mallet, granite to 
Pulborough Station, 14s. 10d. per ton; 
Billingshurst, 15s. 2d.; Steyning, 15s. 2d. 

Hudsons, Ltd., Brighton, flints to Billingshurst, 
7s.; Amberley, 6s. 4d. 

Catchpole & Sons, Rotherhithe, tar to Pulborough, 
33d. per gallon; Worthing, 33d. 


SWANSEA.—For electrical fittings for Cookery and 
Laundry, for the Corporation :— 
PEON O TIVENBe coco cccwecscs 


SWANSEA.—The Corporation has accepted the 
following tenders for the period of one year :— 

Lime: Aberthaw.—Bridgend Aberthaw Lime 

Works, Ltd. ; “ White—Norton Limeworks, 

my ; Keene's ( ement.—Norton’s Limeworks, 

Cement: Aberthaw and Rhoose.—Davies & Cann. 

Storm Gully Gratings.—Jones & Green, Landore 
Foundry Co. 

Manhole Covers.—Jones & 
Foundry Co. 


Seasoned 
*. Oak 


and 
SYDNEY PRIDAY, 


JAPANESE 
KING WILLIAM HOUSE, 2a, Eastcheap, LONDON,E.C 
Depot: Wainscot Sheds, Millwall,E, / N.: Avenue 667, 


Green, Landore 




















THE BUILDER. 


Paving.—D. Clee & Sons, Ystalyfera. 
Kerb and Channel.—W. H. Lloyd, Sketty, and 
D. Clee & Sons, Ystalyfera. 


Tar.—Swansea Oil and Grease Co., Ltd.; and 
W. H. Keys, Ltd. 

Paints.—Decorators Supply Co. 

Plumbing.—Jenkins & Co. 

Iron and Steel.—Mills, English & Co., Ltd. 


Stoneware Pipes.—Davies Bros. 

Slates —Davies Bros. 

Building Materials —Davies & Cann. 

Firebricks, &c.—Davies & Cann. 

Glass.—J. B. Edwards. 

Granite and Syenite Macadam and Chippings.— 
A. H. Evans; Cleehill Granite Co. ; Brookes, 
Ltd.; Penmaenmawr and Welsh Granite 
Co.; Pwilheli Granite Co.; Thomas Lant ; 
Penlee and St. Ives Stone Quarries, Ltd. ; 
United Stone Firms, Ltd. va Hill House 
Quarry Co. #” PF, eu FF... 

Limestone Macadam.—Norton Limeworks, Ltd. ; 
the New Tylerbont Co. 

Tarmacadam: Limestone Tarmacadam.—Norton 
Limeworks, Ltd.; and, failing supplies from 
this firm, then the Glamorgan Quarries Ltd. 
Slag Tarmacadam.—Tarmac, Ltd. 


——_———__—~<>_ 


NEW COMPANIES. 





The undermentioned particulars of new 
companies recently registered are taken from 
the Daily Register compiled by Messrs. Jordan 
& Sons, Ltd., Company Registration Agents, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 

AmuERST Hatz, Lrp. (145,850), 12, Steward- 
street, Spitalfields, E. Registered January 25. 
To purchase, rent, erect, construct, lay down, 
enlarge, alter, and maintain any buldings, 
works and machinery necessary or convenient 
for the company’s business. Nominal capital, 
£3,500 in 3,500 £1 shares. 

James Greca & Company, Lrp. (145,902), 
27, Sloane-square, Chelsea, London. Registered 
January 1, 1917. To carry on the business of 
builders and contractors and to construct, build 
and erect any houses ‘or buildings of any de- 
scription, &c. Nominal capital, £5,000 in 5,000 
£1 shares. 


J.J, ETRIDGE,J" 


SLATE MERCHANTS, 


EXPERTS IN 


SLATING, 
TILING. 


STRIPPING AND RELAYING. 


Telephone: Avenue 4940 (two lines), or write 


Bethnal Green Slate Works, 


BETHNAL GREEN, LONDON, E- 








LTD. 








ae 


[MARCH 2, 1917. 





cm“, 


‘ AUSTRIAN 


and RIGA. 


FIRST-CLASS, MILD GRAINED, DRY 


WAINSCOT OAK. 


J. GLIKSTEN & SON, Ltd., 
Carpenter's Road, Stratford, E. , 


Telephone No. : 
Bastern 3771 (6 linea. 























Telegrams: 
* “Gliksten, Strat, London. 








LANCASHIRE 


FIRE © / 


INSURANCE COMPANY * 


LD 





Security: £6,349,479. 


FIRE. 
CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
ACCIDENTS. 
BURGLARY. PLATE GLASS, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


MARINE. 


45, Dale Street, Liverpool. 


Head Offices {se Leadenhall Street, E.¢. 





Asphalte.—The Seyssel and Metallic Lava 
Asphaite Co. (Mr. H. Glenn), Office, 42, Poultiy, 
E.C.—The best and cheapest materials for damp- 
courses, railway arches, warehouse floors, flat 
roofs, stables, cow-sheds and milk-rooms, gran- 
aries, tun-rooms, and terraces. Asphalte Con- 
tractors to Forth Bridge Co. T.N. Central 2644. 





JOINERY, 


Of every description and in any kind of Wood. 


CHAS. E. ORFEUR, LTD., 


ESTIMATES COLNE BANK WORKS, 
ON APPLICATION. COLCHESTER. 


Telephone: 0195. Belegrams: ‘‘ Orfeur, Colehestes.” 
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TELEPHONE ¢ 
Museum 3032 (5 Isines), 


Chief Offices: 352 to 364, EUSTON ROAD, LONDON, N.W. 
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CLASCOW, FALKIRK 
BELFAST & DUBLIN. 





geoe@erve vce ec oo © 0 
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